OBSERVER’S NAME: 

Buse ALAYOGLU 

STUDENT OBSERVED: Mustafa ONER 

PREPAREDNESS 

He was well prepared, and he was ready before the micro with his 
materials, plan etc. 

MATERIALS USED 

He used a worksheet as a material, also he opened the same 
worksheet on the smart board to make the students see clearly, and to 
make the instructions clear. 

ACTIVITIES/TASKS 

IMPLEMENTED 

Appropriacy 

Length 

Attractivity... 

His activities were good, and appropriate for the students’ level. The 
activities have both linguistic aim and fun. However, the length of the 
activities was not OK. He could not do all of his activities because he 
wanted that all of the students understood the activity completely. 

INSTRUCTIONS 

His instructions were clear enough to the proficiency level of the 
students. He used his body language and he made demonstrations 
while he was giving instructions. 

EXPLANATIONS 

/ANSWERS 

His explanations were also good. When the students asked something 
to him, he answered them patiently again and again. The students 
could understand his explanations because the explanations were 
clear enough. 

QUESTIONS 

He asked some questions to warm the students up to the activities, 
and to activate their background knowledge. Also, during and after 
the activities, he asked comprehension check questions, that was 
good. 

LANGUAGE USE 

Level appropriacy 

Correctness/accuracy 

Fluency 

Pronunciation 

His language was simple and clear enough for the students; however, 
the students could not understand some points because their 
proficiency level and background knowledge were quite low. He 
always used a simplified English, he did not use LI. I like his style. 

SMOOTHNESS IN 

TRANSITIONS 

His transitions were OK. 

PACE & TIMING 

His timing was a little bit problematic. He could not do all the 
activities in his plan because of the time limitation. He spent all of his 
time to an activity. However, his micro was really good even he only 
did one activity. 

REINFORCEMENT 

He praised the students when they did something good or something 
right. This encouraged the students to participate in the lesson. 





INTERACTION WITH 

STUDENTS 

He interacted with the students well. He called some of the students 
with their names. So, the students might think that they are important 
for him. 

EYE CONTACT, MOVES 
&PROXIMITY 

While he was talking with students, he tried to eye contact the one 
who was speaking. While he was talking, he used his body language 
and his moves. Also, he demonstrated what he tried to tell to make 
the students understand better. 

USE OF VOICE 

The tone of his voice was good too. Sometimes he spoke with a 
louder voice, and sometimes he made his voice lower. When he tried 
to tell something important, or gave instructions, he spoke with a 
louder voice to catch students’ attention. 

CONTROL OF THE 

CLASS 

He could control the class well. However, he sometimes had 

difficulties to make the students listen to him because the students 
forgot to listen to him while they were coloring something. 

NEATNESS IN 

APPEARANCE 

His clothes were neat and nice. He looked like a real teacher with his 
shirt and with his appearance. 

MOOD &MANNER 

He was cheerful most of the time. When he started his micro first, he 

was little bit nervous but he did not show it. He was kind to the 
students, and he smiled at them while he was listening to them. 




